Letter 26

BP Cherry Point Cogen
DEIS Comment - 26

November |, 2003
‘Subject: BP Cherry Point Cogensration Project
Prear Alien Fiksdal, Manager -Energy Facility Site Evaluation Couneil,

Thank yon for this opportunity 1 voice our concerns about the project. W live oiily 3 miles from the'
BP Chetry Point refinery. |

We have two obvious concerns about the cogeneration project. They are air quality and massive water
use from the Nooksack River. 'The amount of electricity that the refinery needs to operate is 85

megawaits. The applicant calfs for a 720 megawatt plant. We think that a large cogeneration plant,

1
coupled with the SE-1 and SE-2 powerplants will cause a cummulative degradation of our sir guality’
that is unwarranted by our areas” efectrical use. We think that if BP wants a local source of power either’
to buy it from SE-1 and SE-2 or bulida smaller plant that would meet the needs of the refinery. This:
would also reguire much less water from the Nooksack River, a river that has more pertnits than watér: i
apjiears that Tack of water rather that fack of slectricity will be our courity’s most serious problam.
Again, thank you for this opportunity,
Steve and Helene Irving
2664 Brown Road
Ferndale, Wa. 98248
Ty,
CHERGY FACILTY
EXIRY ChA Tortng sur
SYALUATUN G
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Ty,
% UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
p&' REGION 10
1200 Sixth Averue
Seatﬂe,_ Washington 98101
October 29, 2003
RalyTo | £ L ReEOOiBRA
amnOf  BCO-088 . ; _ﬁ% L g0 8
Thomas McKinney _ c -
Bonneville Power Administration {(KC-7) ' EEES U
P.C. Box 14428
Portland, OR 97293-4428 b e b ]
siNERuY £ %;L;% TSk
Dear My, McKinney: ' FUALUATION DY LR

The Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has completed its review of the draft
Environmental Impact Statement (BIS) for the proposed BP Cherry Point Cegeneration
Praject (CEQ No. 030422) in accordance with our authorities-and responsibilities under the:
National Environimental Policy Act (NEPA) and Section 309 of the Clean Air Act. The draft EIS
hiag been prepared in response to a proposal to construct and operate a 720-megawatt natural gas<:
fired cogeneration facility in Whatcom County, Washington and interconnect the project with the
Federal transmission systern managed by the Bonneville Power Administration (BPA). The EIS
evaluates the applicant’s proposed power plant and & single transtoission line alignment as well

~ as the No Action alternative. An agency-preferred alternative is not explicitly identified in the
draft EIS.

Based on our review and evaluation, we have assigned a rating of EC-2 (Environmental
Concerns - Insufficient Information) to the draft BIS. This rating, and a summary of our
comments, will be published in the Federal Register. A copy of the ratmg system used in
mnductmg our feview is-enclosed for your reference.

O concerns are related to the following topics:

Wetlands

The EIS should provide sufficient information to demonstrate that the applicant-proposed.
project represents the least envirommentally damaging practicable alternative, a demonstration
that is necessary before an Army Corps of Engineers permit ¢an be issued pursuant to Section.
404 of the Clean Water Act. ‘As part of this dernonstration, the EIS must show that impacts to
waters of the United States, inchuding wetlands, bave been avoided, minimized, and mitigated,

consistent with the analysis procedures outlined in the Section 404(b)(1) Guidelines 1
{see 40 CFR Part 2305, We recommend that the EIS be revised to include more detailed
evaluation of alternatives that would avoid or reduce jmapacts to wetlands, comply with the
requirements of the 4(}4(‘0}{1} Guidelines, and demonstrate that the proposed project represents
the least damaging practicable alternative,
¥ et o Hacyolod Paper
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We are concemed with the wetland functions and values evaluation of the existing
condition of the proposed mitigation sites. In reviewing the Revised Cogeneration Project
Compensatory Mitigation Plan, BP Cherry Point {April 21, 2003), EPA finds that the functions
and values of the proposed mitigation sites (CMA1 and CMAZ) were rated Tower than we woukd
have rated the sites. Of particular concern was the low rating given for removing sediment,
removing nutrients, removing toxic metals and recharging groundwater. Based on our field visit
to the project area, BPA finds these existing wetland areas, even though they may be dominated
by non-native wetland vegetation and have been ditched, still provide these functions at a high
level. As a consequence, we do not believe that the mitigation planned in CMATL and CMA2
would increase the values of these sites 1o the level that would offset project fmpacts.

2

We recomimend that additional mitigation be developed that would adequately teplace the
functions and values that would be lost with the permanent filling of 30.51 acres of wetlands and [ 3
the temporary loss of 4.76 acres of wetlands. This mitigation should be identified in the EIS.

Government-to-Government Consultation with Tribes :

Section 2.7 of the draft BIS presents imformation related to communications and meetingy
that have taken place between the applicant and potentinlly affected Tribal entities. The
mformation presented does not indicate that any consultations have taken place between the
Federal government (BPA or the Corps of Engineers) and the governments of affected tribes, as
directed by Executive Order {EQ) 13175 {Consulration and Coordination with tndian Tribal
Governments). While we believe that it is important that the project proponent work with 4
affected Tribes, the Federal governmert has a unique trust relationship with tribes. We
recommend that the BPA and the Corps of Bngineers engage affected Tribal governments,
pursaant to BO 13175, in the further development of the project and the EIS to ensure that the
Federal govermment meets its obligation to consult with tribes on a government-to-government.
basis. Results from such consultations should be reported in the EIS.

Thank you for the opportusity to provide commenits ofi the draft EIS. I urge you to
gontact Bill Ryan of my staff at (206) 553-8561 at your earliest opportunity to discass our
comnents and how they might best be addressed in the EIS. .

Jhdith Leckrone Lee, Manager
Gebgraphic Implementation Unit

Enclosore

e Allen Biksdal, BFSEC o
Olivia Romano, Corpys of Engineers
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Allen . Fiksdal, Manager

BP Cherry Point ¢
ogen
DEIS Comment - 28

THE BERGS
7585 Sterling Ave., Birch Bay, WA US2ZM} _
Kathy _ (30th 3710171 . ek

November 1, 2603

Energy Facility Stte Evaluation Council s
PO, Box 43172 L
Qlympia, WA Y8504-3172
Dear Mr. Fiksdal: NERGY PAVILTTY itk
A FVALUATION 0o
Re: BE Cherry Point Cogeneration Project Draft EIS
It is with grave concern that T write this letter regarding the Cogencratton Project. My conicern s
for two issues: 1. Adr quality, and 2. Noise.
t. Air Quality — It is most disconcerting 1o e told by 'the BP spokesmin that wheii the.
modeling results were higher than BP Hiked, they procecded 1o change the model-so that
results met their desired result, What good is modeling, what confidence can we have i
the modeling resuits, why should the results be retied upon under these conditions? Even
with the BP desired results, te mostharmiul pollutanis, PM2.5 at an estimated 270 tons
per year, will be carried by the prevailing south wind over the fastest growing urban
arowth area in Whatcom Counly as medsured by the Cendas Bitween 1990 and 2000 1
Because Birch Bay is a resort community as well, with the population doubling, even:
tripling, during the summer months, that many more people, especially the chitdren and
senior adubts, will be exposed to very hazardous conditions. Short of ot building the.
cogen plant at all, at least proper monitoring should take place with a stop gencrating
order in place to reduce the hazard during peak hazardous conditions, '

v

Noise ~ Despite repealed requests and explanatioas regarding the noise poliution [Fem ilie
existing BP Cherry Point Refinefy, soise-monitosing stationg have nevet been placed
wihere the noise is nost prevalent and irvitating: - Again, how can the noise moniloring
results be relied upon for decision-making purposes when the resuits of the monitoring
are skewed in BPs favor ratheér than based on the reality of the residents” experience?
Agiin, short of not building the-cogen plant at-all, at least appropriate monitoring should

. - ) R . 2
take place mnd a stop generating/stop refining order should be in place when noise levely
reach the point of interrupling sleep at might,
Unforiunatety, the B heavy industry property is Hierally right across the sireet from air urban
arowth area thial las always beena resort ared, Activities af BP must; therefore, pass the festof”
operatiig aceoedingly, even though they exist in a heavy industry zoned arca.
Your consideration of these concerns and matters will be greatly appreciated.
Kathy Borg
BP Cherry Point Cogeneration Project Responses to Comments
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BP Cherry Point Cogen
DEIS Comment - 30

Makarow, Irina (EFSEC)

From: Tom Pratum [tkprafum@romarr.com}
Posted Al: Monday, November (3, 2003 10:04 PM
Conversation: BP DEIS Comment

Pasted To: EFSEC

Subject: BP DEIS Comment

Thark ycu.for'tﬁe_opportunity to comment on the BP Co-~generation.
Facility DEIS. In this comment, I wish only te make twoe points:

1. Waker guantity and quality (dections 3.3 and 3.4} . Water guantity ig
being measured against what is currently used by Intalco for
once-through cooling of an air compressor {approx 2,780 gpm). It is
stated that, if the Intalee plarnt dontimies at full operstion, this
water will be usged zgain for cooling of the co-generation plant., 1
thereby creating no net increasge . in water use from the Nooksack River.
However, it is highly unlikely that Intalco will continue at anywhere
near full operation. In sueh a cages, the co-gensration plant will
indeed result in 2 net increase in water withdrawals over what would Dé.
pregent if the plant were not te come into existence. To state
otherwise ie somewhat dishonest. In addition to this somewhat
misleading presentation of the water usage, it should be noted that
this water will then be discharged into the Strait of Georgia with
chemical and physical parameters much different from what would comé
out of the Nooksack River, or if it were just to proceed through the
Intalce air compressor. Even if we compare the water quality parameters 2
of the water from Intalco with what would come out of the co-genération
facility after treatment. we see that the temperature would increase
from 21.4 C {70.5 F] to 983.8 F and COD would increase from ND (not
detectable! to 323 lbs/day. This ig significant for these two
parameters, and that assumes Intalco.still supplies the cooling water
I1f this waler were to instead come from the Nooksack River the
comparison lecks very wuch more grim.

This level of increagsed water usage and water guality -degradation is
clearly unacceptable - especially given the fadt that most of the
electricity generated by this facility is destined. for distant markets,
and will not in any way mitigate the local environmental impacts.

2. Wildlife Habitat (section 3.7) In this section, theré iz scant )

mention of the effect of the project on the protected heronry located

fairly close to the gite. As the document states "Increased nolse

levels created by heavy machinery could cause birds to abandon their’ S 3
neésts ...." Given that such a possibility ds acknowledged, it would be

reasguring if the applicant provided wore information bte ensure that

this will not occour at the herconry.

Tom Pratum
2241 North Shore Road
Bellingham, WA 58226-8416
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